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Sadie et al, 

 

Attached are all of the comments I have received so far.  While I believe they are all due to the current PN of the Wyoming O&G permits, some only reference fracking, O&G, brine, or produced water, with no reference to the permits themselves.

 

The one in question as far as threats are the “Brine?” comment.  Some of the comments are not attached to the email because Outlook had them in the junk folder.  I will attach them once IT responds and I can get them into the folder of all the comments received.

 

Thanks, VelRey

Brine?.msg

Brine?


			From


			marscreations


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





You do think we are all  uneducated ,as the cattle  and wild life you intend to poison. Even horses know better. I know that the rich get richer and the poorer  get S----t on . Don’t you know there is no where you can hide once this poison  is spread so far around the EARTH. Wake up you will go down with us THE LOWER CLASS OF PEOPLE , ARE TRYING TO WARN YOU .( STOP KILLING THE EARTH< YOU WILL BE NEXT YOU SILLY HOMO) JUST YOUR FRIEND 
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Public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Surfers Without Borders


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Hello-




I would like to submit a comment on the Hydraulic Fracturing Waste Water Discharge Permits for the Wind River Reservation.  




The idea of releasing fracking discharge into surface water ways seems akin to playing Russian Roulette.  If we do not know what is in the wastewater- then how can we know the affects it will have on riparian ecosystems?  Furthermore, this "water" is completely unsuitable to be consumed by livestock or wildlife- or any other life for that matter.  There is mounting evidence to support this.




Refresh my memory- what is the EPA's job again?  Is it to protect our common resources of air, water, and land from pollution?  Or is it to cater to large corporations who reap profit from those resources without due compensation to the public (ie paying taxes), and who also ruin those resources in the process?




If the EPA surely continues on this path, they may have to change the name to The Environmental POLLUTING Agency.




In summary, these proposed permits are drafted in a manner that is not compliant with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) requirements; they are incomplete and do not address an array of effluents which will be discharged. In addition, the permits put wildlife and livestock which drink the produced water at risk. Finally, the monitoring requirements proposed in these 


permits are impermissibly lax.






Thank you for protecting our common heritage.



-- 
Team SWoBs

Web: www.surferswithoutborders.org
Blog: www.surferswithoutborders.blogspot.com
Facebook: Surfers Without Borders
YouTube: SurfrsWithoutBorders
Skype: surferswithoutborders

Surfers Without Borders is a project of The Ocean Foundation, a 501(c)3 tax exempt organization

Your support helps everyone.  Please click here to make a donation

Click here to subscribe to our email list

If you do not wish to receive emails from SWoBs, please reply "remove from list"
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Public comment on Wind River Reservation pollution discharge permit


			From


			Karen Hoover


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov






VelRey Lozano,
Acting Wastewater Unit Chief
 
 Dear, Mr. Lozano:

I have read with great concern the proposed issuance of permits to dispose of millions of gallons of water laced with toxic chemicals from oil and gas drilling rigs are pumped for consumption by wildlife and livestock near the Wind River project.  

The reference as to the standards to allow the said wastewater into 'wells', 40 CFR s. 435.50, written in 1978, regulations that are 35 years old, before the practice of 'fracking', greatly concern me.  

Mr. Lozano, I am amazed that the  aforementioned section of the Clean Water Act would apply.  What I have learned about the industry, multiple toxic chemicals are used in the extraction processed.   And an NPDES permit issued under s. 435.50 would not be required to disclose any chemicals used in the process?  And the waste stream would be used to water cattle, crops, etc.  Amazing.  

Mr. Lozano, it is my informed opinion that the science used in determining the NPDES permits for these projects is outdated, and sorely lacking in performing the mission of your Agency - to protect public health.  Please reconsider pending water quality standards that actually addresses the aspects of 'fracking'.

Sincerely,


Karen Hoover
387-A Nollwood Lane
Bremerton, WA  98312 
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public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Meredith Neria


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





comment on fracking waste water usage:



the fracking companies need to clean their water before it is used for land or livestock use. The water should be free of toxins and pollutants, safe for humans because we'll be eating the livestock or eating the food grown on the land. The EPA needs to rewrite the regulations/standards to improve the waste-water treatment or at least stick to its current regulations and standards.  The profits of oil/natural gas companies cannot be held to be more important than caring for the environment and the lives that it supports today and in the future!



What goes 'round, comes 'round and the lives not protected today will hold you accountable tomorrow.



Sincerely, Meredith Neria
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public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Mary Smith


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov






I am writing to exert my right to demand that this practice be prohibited!

Fracking waste water, conditioned, treated, "cleaned" or not, has no place near any living thing, whether animal, vegetable, or human.

Until independent research (not research conducted by the oil and gas industry or by any university or lab funded by them) is completed that can demonstrate that ALL the toxins, including radiation, has been removed, should Fracking discharge or any other fluid related to this industry be permitted to be dumped, sprayed, or utilized in any way that would contact living things.

May I, as a citizen of the USA, remind you of the purpose of the EPA: Environmental Protection Agency, not Every Permit Accepted.

Sincerely,

Mary Smith
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EPA to Allow Consumption of Toxic Fracking Wastewater by Wildlife and Livestock


			From


			kathleen knowles


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Please, you cannot allow this to happen. Have we all gone insane? We cannot continue these practices, we are destroying our own country, where we live.
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Wind River Reservation in Wyoming 


			From


			squirrelbuddy@aol.com


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





 Drinking fracking fluids is not a good idea and there are cases where cattle drinking creek water contaminated with fracking fluids died or failed to produce calves the following year.


 


Rewrite the permits to regulate all the chemicals being discharged and to determine whether the “produced water” is potable for wildlife and livestock.


 


Janet Cavallo
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Public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Mary Ann Westendorf


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





I would like to register my shock and outrage at the proposed wastewater discharge permits the EPA is considering awarding to oil fields on or abutting the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming. Issuing permits for surface application of drilling wastewater without identifying the chemicals in the fluids used for hydraulic fracturing, let alone neglecting to set effluent limits for the contaminants contained within the wastewater, is contrary to EPA regulations. It is also absurd to consider that livestock and wildlife will not be affected negatively from these discharges. Please take responsibility and earn the trust the public has placed in your agency to keep citizens safe and their properties viable economically.

Sincerely,






Mary Ann Westendorf
PO Box 51
Amesville, OH 45711
(740) 448.1602
mwestendorf@frontier.com
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public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Anne-Lise Francois


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Dear Mr. Lozano: 


 


I understand that public comment on the EPA's recently posted proposed new water discharge permits for land on or abutting the Wind River Reservation is open until July 26. 


 


I'm writing to express my deep concern and outrage at these proposed permits. The EPA betrays its mission when instead of protecting water quality, it protects the fracking industry by accepting to re-use its waste water. In the name of serious science, the EPA ought at the very least to be insisting on the disclosure of the chemicals in these waters (instead of upholding the industry's claim to "trade secrets.") Finally, it is both criminal and tragic that the U.S. govt. should be depriving American Indians of jurisdiction on their tribal lands under the pretense of upholding the Clean Water Act. 


 


I urge you to retract and revise these permits in the strongest terms possible, and to  return your Agency to its original mission--that of protecting the environment and all of who depend upon it for health and life. 


 


Sincerely yours, 


 


Anne-Lise Francois


2360 Cedar Street


Berkeley, CA 94708


 


  




Fracking wastewater surface applications foolish.msg

Fracking wastewater surface applications foolish


			From


			Hilda Marshall


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Why on earth would the EPA allow fracking wastewater for surface applications when there's no way of knowing what it contains?  This is an unjustifiable attack on farmers, wildlands, and ultimately the ocean and future generations.






The EPA should do its job, not rubber-stamp polluters' corner-cutting!






Hilda Marshall
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comments on proposal to allow wildlife and livestock to consume wastewater from fracking operations


			From


			Thompson Potter


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





To: VelRey Lozano, Acting Wastewater Unit Chief




 


Dear Mr. Lozano,


 


Please see “Gasland” and “Gasland II” and then do the right thing to protect fresh water and a healthy environment – ban all fracking.


 


 


 


Thompson E. Potter, Jr.


Faculty Secretary


Harvard Law School


Areeda 134 


Tel. 617-496-5028


Fax 617-496-4867


tpotter@law.harvard.edu
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Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Jack Neff


			To


			Rathbone, Colleen; Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Rathbone.Colleen@epa.gov; Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





VelRey Lozano, Acting Wastewater Unit Chief



EPA






This message is in support of PEER's request for a determination regarding compounds within "produced water" is potable for animal life and in opposition to the proposed new water discharge permits for the nearly dozen oil fields on or abutting the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming.


The EPA has just posted proposed new water discharge permits for the nearly dozen oil fields on or abutting the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming as the EPA has Clean Water Act jurisdiction on tribal lands. Besides not even listing the array of toxic chemicals being discharged, the proposed permits have monitoring requirements so weak that water can be tested long after fracking events or maintenance flushing. In addition, the permits lack any provisions to protect the health of wildlife or livestock.


“Under the less than watchful eye of the EPA, fracking flowback is dumped into rivers, lakes and reservoirs,” stated PEER Executive Director Jeff Ruch, pointing out that in both the current and the new proposed permits the EPA ignores its own rules requiring that it list “the type and quantity of wastes, fluids or pollutants which are proposed to be or are being treated, stored, disposed of, injected, emitted or discharged.”


“Gushers of putrid, grayish water encrusted with chemical crystals flood through Wind River into nearby streams,” he added.


Surface disposal of water produced by oil and gas drilling is forbidden in the Eastern U.S. but allowed in the arid West for purposes of “agricultural or wildlife propagation,” in the words of the governing federal regulation. Thus, the “produced water,” as it is called, must be “of good enough quality to be used for wildlife or livestock watering or other agricultural uses.”


In the last decade, fracking fluids often consisting of powerfully toxic chemicals have been included in this surface discharge. The exact mixture used by individual operators is treated as a trade secret. But one recent analysis identified 632 chemicals now used in shale-gas production. More than 75 percent of them affect the respiratory and gastrointestinal systems; 40-50 percent impact the kidneys and the nervous, immune and cardiovascular systems; 37 percent act on the hormone system; and 25 percent are linked with cancer or mutations.


“Amid all the controversy on this topic, there is one point of agreement: Drinking fracking fluids is not a good idea,” added Ruch, pointing to cases where cattle drinking creek water contaminated with fracking fluids died or failed to produce calves the following year. “The more than 30-year old ‘produced water’ exception was intended for naturally occurring fluids and muds from within the geologic formations, not this new generation of powerful chemicals introduced downhole.”





Please rewrite the Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits  to regulate all the chemicals being discharged and to determine whether the “produced water” is potable for wildlife and livestock.   Thank you.


Jack Neff, P.O. Box 491272, Los Angeles, CA  90049
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public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Kellyann Wolfe


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Dear Ms. Lozano,






I am appalled at the plan to release fracking wastewater where it will be consumed by wildlife and livestock, without even listing the types and amounts of pollutants in the water. Our ecosystems have no respect for "trade secrets" that may damage them and their member species. Wastewater from fracking, while it is being produced, must be treated as far as possible and, if not pristine, stored where it will not contaminate water sources, either for humans or animals.






Thank you for your time and attention,


Kellyann







-- 
Kellyann Falkenberg Wolfe


Tunbridge, Vermont
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public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			J J


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Lozano,


Please make sure that you have the EPA revise the rules on discharging wastewater from the fracking operations to make sure that #1 they have to list every single chemical used and #2 try to make it so they cannot even dump the water without treating it.






It seems pretty unreasonable that the EPA, with the current rules they have, would let this happen which is against their own rules.






I am but one person writing but I am representing thousands.






Corey
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Would you drink that water yourself???


			From


			André Ergin


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Think about it. Be good.
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public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Andrea Seiffertt


			To


			Rathbone, Colleen; Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Rathbone.Colleen@epa.gov; Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





To:  VelRey Lozano, acting Wastewater Unit Chief.


303-312-6129






I read today about a new rule the EPA is holding open for public comment till July 26 regarding waste water dumping on the Wind River Reservation. The largest impact here is that any concession to the oil and gas companies encourages further drilling (leading to likely earthquakes, pollution, and toxic spills) and can be absolutely considered helping the oil and gas companies with their greenwashing. I do understand that the 'produced water' is said to be treated, and may be 'considered safe,' but I heartily disagree that our science is good enough or unbiased enough yet to adequately test this water for long term effects on livestock, people, soil and plants, water resources, etc. There is also no control for the water injected into wells that is then lost underground near aquifers, carrying toxic chemicals with it. I encourage you to err on the side of caution here and eco-system well-being-- Protect the land, the people on the land, and avoid a likely future toxic clean up disaster. I encourage you to please think farther than money given by the oil and gas companies and set a precedent for good decision-making in the rest of the states where fracking is ongoing. Please rewrite the permits so that the chemicals all may be tested (results available for public view), and determine whether the water is actually potable for livestock- we eat them and their products like milk, so they absolutely need to drink potable water. Thank you for your time.


-Andrea Seiffertt, D.O.






-- 







-- 
Andrea Seiffertt, D.O.


Board Certified Internal Medicine


Ayurvedic Practitioner and Counselor


Meditation Teacher


Center for Sustainable Medicine


136 West Cota St, Santa Barbara, CA


www.centerforsustainablemedicine.com
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EPA and Fracking Wastewater


			From


			Randi Weston


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





To Whom It Obviously Doesn't Concern:






I recently read that the EPA has decided to allow livestock and wildlife to consume the toxic waste-water left over from fracking operations. I would like to know, how, in your mind, does allowing animals to consume toxic waste-water constitute as "protecting" the environment? How does allowing fracking operations at ALL constitute as protecting the environment? Furthermore, who are you really working for, because it obviously isn't the American people? I am extraordinarily disappointed in you and your agency. Way to show us that you're nothing but a bunch of bureaucrats who take handouts from big business.






Thanks for nothing,






Randi Weston
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Public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Ivars Balkits


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Dear VelRey Lozano,







I would like to register my shock and outrage at the proposed wastewater discharge permits the EPA is considering awarding to oil fields on or abutting the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming. Issuing permits for surface application of drilling wastewater without identifying the chemicals in the fluids used for hydraulic fracturing, let alone neglecting to set effluent limits for the contaminants contained within the wastewater, is contrary to EPA regulations. It is also absurd to consider that livestock and wildlife will not be affected negatively from these discharges. Please take responsibility and earn the trust the public has placed in your agency to keep citizens safe and their properties viable economically. 







Sincerely,






Ivars Balkits


Athens, OH
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permitting of waste water use !!!


			From


			Dean Claeys


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov












There is no safe or responsible way to allow this water to be used in nature again. Its bad enough it gets pumped into the ground. Please stand up to the industry that is poisoning more and more people.         











 




Drinking fracking fluids is not a good idea,” added Ruch, pointing to cases where cattle drinking creek water contaminated with fracking fluids died or failed to produce calves the following year. “The more than 30-year old ‘produced water’ exception w....msg

Drinking fracking fluids is not a good idea,” added Ruch, pointing to cases where cattle drinking creek water contaminated with fracking fluids died or failed to produce calves the following year. “The more than 30-year old ‘produced water’ exception w...


			From


			Maria Gifford


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov
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Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			ROBERT HOLDEN


			To


			Rathbone, Colleen; Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Rathbone.Colleen@epa.gov; Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





This is to implore the EPA to rewrite the permits to regulate all the chemicals being discharged and to determine whether the “produced water” is potable for wildlife and livestock. 
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public comment on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits


			From


			Laura Grace Weldon


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov













Wastewater from hydraulic fracking operations cannot be safely used as drinking water for livestock nor left in surface containment areas for wildlife use. It is contaminated with chemicals that are proven mutagens and carcinogens. I ask that you immediately act to safely sequester fracking wastewater so it cannot be consumed by humans, livestock, or wildlife. 






This is an excerpt from an article I wrote about fracking for Wired, relating to the chemical composition of wastewater. http://www.wired.com/geekmom/2012/07/fracking-my-family/






A 2011 Congressional report lists 750 known fracking chemicals in order of most common usage. Here’s a partial account of those used in highest amounts.


*   methanol 


*   isopropanol


*   crystalline silica


*   ethylene glycol monobutyl ether 


*   hydrotreated light petroleum distillates 


*   diesel (containing benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes) 


*   naphthalene


*   hydrogen chloride


*   toluene


*   ethylbenzene 


*   diethanolamine 


*   formaldehyde


*   sulfuric acid


*   thiourea


*   benzyl chloride


Some of these chemicals are indeed similar to chemicals used around the home. But a 2011 analysisfound that 25 percent are carcinogens; 37 percent are endocrine disruptors; more than 40 percent can impair the immune system and nervous system; and three-quarters can irritate the eyes and lungs. It’s important to remember that some chemicals are toxic in concentrations much less than one part-per-million and the synergistic effect of most chemicals is largely unknown.


The fluid that comes back up also contains ingredients that didn’t go in. This means naturally occurring matter such as heavy metals, volatile organic compounds (including benzene, toluene, xylene), radioactive materials (including lead, arsenic, strontium), even acidic microbes. It also means chemical compounds created by the reactions of chemicals during any stage of the process. Claims of air, ground, and water pollution due to fracking-related activity are often dismissed by industry and government officials because some contaminants are considered “naturally occurring.” And let’s not forget the water’s salinity. Fracking wastewater has two to three times more salt than sea water and more than 180 times the level considered acceptable to drink by the EPA.






The public is informed, aware, and unwilling to let a greedy industry continue to destroy this country. Please listen.


respectfully,


Laura Weldon





